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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 9, 1978
U.S. House of Representatives,
Subcommittee.on Assassination
of John F. Kennedy of the
Select Committee on Assassina-
tions,

Washington, D.C.

The Subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:25 a.m. in

room 340, Cannon House Office Building, Hon. Richardson Preyer

. {Chairman of.the'Subcommittee) presiding.

Present: Representatives Preyer, Burke, Dodd,-Devine and
Sawyer.
Also present: E. Berning; L. Svendsen; C. Berk; M. Goléd-~-
smith; B. Genzman; J. Blackmer; J. McDonald; G. R. Blakey;
O. Wagner; B. Wolf; W. H. Cross.
‘ Mtr Preyer. The Committee will come to order.

The Chair recognizes the Clerk of the Committee to read -

Vthoee'who:are officially designated to be on the Subcommittee

today.

The Clerk. You, Mrs. Burke, Mr. Sawyer and Mr. Thone are

regular members-of the Kennedy Subcommittee. 'Mr. Devine will"

be substituting for Mr. Dodd.
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Mr. Preyer. The Chair at this time will entertain a motion

that today's hearings and one subsequent day of hearings be hel@
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in Executive Session since, on the basis of information obtained

~N

by the Committee, the Committee believes that the evidence or

<)

testimony may tend to defamé, degrade or incriminate people

. 4 and consequently Section 2(k) (5) of Rule 11 of the Committee

(%)

fules would apply.

Mrs. Burke. I so move.
Mr. Preyer. Thank you.

g You have heard the motion. All-those in favor will answer

~3

as the roll is called. o

G The Clerk. Mr. Preyer?

—

Mr. Preyer. Aye.
17 | . The Clerk. -Mr. Devine?
Mr. Devine. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr, Thone?

(No response)

The Clerk. Mrs. Bufke? _ |

Mrs. Burke. Aye. |

‘The Clerk. Mr. Sawyer?
- (No respdnse)

The Clerk. Three ayes, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Preyer. Thank you.'

i

: l
. The Committee will go into Executive Sesison at this time 5
_ ‘ _ |

and. we will ask all those who are not members of_the Committeé,

all witnesses to please leave the room at this time.

iR e immmm szt e

(Pause)
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Mr. Preyer. We will now proceed in Executive Session.

The Chair will ask the witness if he will be sworn at this
time.

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to
give this Subcommiﬁtee will.be‘the trufh,‘the whole t;uth and
nothing but £he trﬁth, so help you God?

Mr. Helms. I do, Mrw Chairman.

Mr. Preyer. You may be seated.

As we do to all witnesses, the Chair will give a brief
statement concerning the subject.of the investigation.

House'Resolution 222 mandates the Committee to conduét a

full and completexinvestigation and study of the circumstances

surrounding the assassination and death of President John F.

Kennedy includihg determining whether the existing laws of the
United States concerning the investigation of the President :
and the investigatory-jurisdictionvand capability of agencies

and departments are adeqguate in their provisions and enforce-

ment and there is full disclosure of evidence and information

among agencies and departments of the United States government,
and whether any evidence or information not in the possession

of anagency or department would have been in assistance in

~ investigating the assassination; and why such information was

not provided by sﬁch agency or:departmeht; and to make recom-
mendations to the House, if the Select Committee deems it

appropriate, for amendment of existing legislation or the
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| enactment -of new legislation.

Mr. Helms, are you represented by counsel?

Mr. Helms. Yes. I have with me, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Gregory
B. Craig who is ﬁy counsel on |.this occasion.

| Mr. Prefer." Thank you.

Mr. Cfaig; Good morning, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Pfeygr. The Chair will recognize Mr. Goldsmith at this
time to begin the gquestioning.

Mr. Goldsmith. Thank you.

e m e o immm —meim egeimam Mmoo e o e
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TESTIMONY OF RICHARD MC GARRAH HELMS
Mr. qudsmith. Mr. Ambassador, for the record will you
state youf name and eddress?
Mr. Helms. My name ie Richard McGarrah Helmé, and for
the benefit of the Reporter, the middle neﬁe is épelled
M=c G—a—f;r—afh. - _ | o

I live at 4649 Garfield Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.

20007.

|
% : Mr. Goldsmith. Have you previously served as the Director
f of the Central Intelligence?
3 Mr. Helﬁs. Yee,_I_heve..

Mr. Goldemith. During what years did you serve in that
capacity?

Mr., Helms. I seréed from 1966 ﬁo 1973.

Mr. Goldsmith. Prior to that time, howbmany years have
i you been associated with the CIA?
er. Heime.' Since the.doors openedvin 1947. _

Mr. Goldsmith. As a pait of your association with the CIA,

oath '

-were you requlred to execute a secreﬁyseai’

Mr. Helms. I was.

Mr. Goldsmith. At thiS'time I would like, Mr: Ambassador,

to present what. has been marked as JFK Exhibit No. 94.
Mr. Helms.. I have lt in front of me. I have identified
it as a document that I read earlier.

; Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, Mrs Chairman; JFK Exhibit

IPage 6 | TRD OTNADBET N
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: Breckinridge of the CIA and another consists of a letter to
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No. 94 is a letter from Acting Director Carlucci to the
Chairman of this Committee which was written for the purpose

of authorizing present and former agéncy employess to testify

fully and truthfully before this Committee and to respond to

qﬁesﬁions that are within the scope of the Committee's mandate.
At this time, I would like the Ambassador to be given a

letter, or a copy of a letter, from Mr; Carlucci to the

Ambassador dated July 27, 1978. I would request that this

item be introduced into evidence as Exhibit No. 125, JFK

Exhibit 125.
- (The document referred

to was marked JFK Bxhibit

- - No. 125 for identification.):
Mr. Helms. I woufd identify this letter as one I received

in the mail.

Mr. Goldsmith. Dé you understand the contents of this
letﬁer and the previous lettef that you Wére shbwn, J?K No.
947 |

Mr. Helms. I believe I do.

Mr. Goldsmith. In addition, Mrs Ambassador, I would like vd

to examine JFK Exhibit 126, which is a letter dated 8 August" !
o : : |
1978 to Mr. G. Robert Blakey, Chief Counsel and Director of this

Committee.

!
i
Part of that exhibit consists of a letter from Mr. Scott \
i
J

i
|
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I request that 'be introduced into evidence as JFK Exhibit

Mr. Preyer. Without objection, so ordered._'

1-7

Mr. Blakey sent by Mr: Anthony Lampvan, General Counsel of

(The document referred to

was marked JFX Exhibit No.

126 for identification.)

Mr. Helms. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I read:s this letter before

the meeting started this morning.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you understand the contents of that

letter

Mr. Helms. I do.

Mr. Goldsmith.

Finally, I have one more letter to intro-

duce in the record, a letter from Mr. Blakey to Mr. Breckin-

ridge dated 4 August 1978 which was sent to Mr. Breckinridge

At this time, I request that that letter be introduced

Mr. Helms. Yesy I have seen this letter on another

occasion.

into the record as Exhibit 127.

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Chairman, I request that this letter

'Mr. Preyer. Without objection, so ordered.

Mr. Goldsmith.

\

be introduced into the record as JFK No. 127.

Thank you.
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(The docﬁment referred
to was marked JKF Exhibit
No. 127 for ideﬁtification.)
Mr. Goldsmith. Mf. Ambassador, what wés your‘position in‘
1963 when you wefe with the CIA? |
Mr. Helms. 1In 1963;>I had the title Deputy Diréctor for
Plans. | |
Mr. Goldémith. Would you explain to the Committee what
the organization function of the Deputy Director for Plans was |
in 19632
Mr. Heimé.{ in:1963, thevDepdty_Directoirfor Plans was
the Deputy Director who was in charge of -- i_guess the simplest

term is overseas operations. This entity of the CIA received

its mandate from two dbcuments, one known as MSC No. 5 and i
the other CID/2 or M-12,.

In any event, the responsibility of this unit was to
conduct espionage and countér-espionage and covert action outjwp-
side the continental limits of the United States.

Mr. Goldsmith.: Can you describe generally what your
responsibilities‘were as head of that uniﬁ? o

Mr. Helmsy-~-". I was, in fact, in charge of the unit. 1In

other words, I was under the aegis of the Director of Central
Intelligence, to whom I reported. I was‘in'charge of overseas:

operations.

Mr. Goldsmith. What role, if any, did the CIA have in the
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investigation of the assassination of President Kennedy?

Mr. Helms. After this tragedy occurred and the Warren

Commission was formed, there was every effort made in the

Central Intelligence Agency to be as responéive as possible
to request/ from the FBI who was conducting the investigation
or a major portion of it, and the staff and members of the
Warren Commission.

I would like to take this occasion to say we were all,;I
think, in this country equally struck with the tfagic circ;m-
stances and we all felt, in the Agency, that we should do.;hat
we cduid to be asisupportive as we pbééibly éould of>£hesq

other entities that had the lead in this investigation.

Mr. Goldsmith. Am I correct in aésuming that -- and @nder—

standyyour testimony to be -- that the basic role of the égency

at that time was to lend support to tﬁe FBI and to the Waéren
Commission? M ”
Mr. Helms. Yes. )
Mr. Goldsmiﬁh. Functioning in that capacity, how was the
CIA's investigation org;nized? |
Mr. Helms. This is a long time ago that these events tookv
place. I guess it is_all of 15 years.

I do not recall_that, at the outset, that there was any

formal organizational change made to accommodate this investi-

‘gation. My recollection is that we figured that most of our

contribution would focus on what had occurred in Mexico City --

bage 10 THD SEPRET
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in other words, Oswald's activity prior to the assassination
in Mexico City.w

It is my recollection that the individual who was sort of
designated to help out from the Headquarteré standpoint was
the man who had the desk there in Mexico City. My recollection,
his name was Whitten.

Mr. Goldsmith. Jack Whitten?

Mr. Helms. I think so. That is my recollection.

Mr. Goldsmith. What were your responsibilities.with regard'

to the investigation that was undertaken by the Agency?

Mr. ﬁelms. My recollection is that'i felt my tésponsibility

to be as responsive to whatever requests came from the FBI or |

the Warren Commission as we could. I, therefore, tried to see
to it that these requééts were fulfilled and that we made the
requisite inquiry or whatever else would be required under the
circumstances. ' o
Mr.bGdldsﬁith.. Who,vif anyone, was primarily responsible_ 

for coordinating the flow of information within the CIA to you

and thén from you to the Warren Commission?

Mr. Helms. Mr; Goldsmith, I do not. recall, at.this late !
date, anyway, any particular‘fIOW‘of information. An inqguiry |
would come over. We would aﬁtempt to'satisfy it and we would
attemp£ to respond to it. But these inquiries came in individua
bits and pieces‘or as individual items, and my recollection

would be that it would be hard to describe this flow of

bage 11 NP SFPRET |

l.



N)

i

P
I

9

n

16

@ =

'3

24

DocId:32263410

=323

Ur oLbRRl

1-11

material. Each individual item that came along we took care
of as best as wé”could.

As the,weeks turned intd months, we found that we were
looking into matters overseas in Europe and various places,
trying to rgP QQWh'individuals, identify bits and §ieces
that the Warren Commis;ion was. trying to clarify, and as a
result of this, it was?necessary to deal'throﬁgh all the area
diviéions of the so—ca%led Operations Director, or Plans

Direcﬁi:or, at that tlme

Mr. Goldsmith. Which staff or unit, if any, within the

CIA w;s giveniprimary responsibility for coordinating.the

inve;tigation?

‘ér. Helms. My recéllection is that after the‘Warren
Comméssion was established and it got its work underway that
thisgwas put into the counter-intelligence staff.

ﬁr. Goldsmith.. Would you explain to the Committee what
the organizationai function or purposevéf the counter-intelli-
gence staff was? N -

Mr. Helms. Under the National'Security Council intelli-

gence directive, NSCID No. 5, there was a provision, a special

provisioﬁ in that document which dealt with counter-intelligencei.

I say a'special provision, because in the area of positive
intelligence the Agéncy's charter was to collect raw informa-
tion and then pass it to the various other interested agencies

of government.
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from the FBI that a ‘spy at the Unlted Natlons had been trans—

- you say, but I do not recall any longer as it having been

e m e o mmar trnm oy 3o e mees ez A
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Whereas, in the counter-intelligence field, it had a
mandate to maintain counter-intelligence files and also to do

counter-intelligence evaluations.

To be more spec1flc about this, if there was an allegatlon

ferred to some unit in Paris and it was the Agency s jOb, then,
to try to see what that agent wae up to.‘ It wes also the
Agency's job to make an evaluation of whether he, indeed,
was working for the Russians or the French or whatever the ~
case migh£ be.
hTherefofe,:fhe_counter—intelligence staff did havehan‘

evaluation funetion'which the‘foreign7intelligence staff, or
the positive intelligence staff, did not.

Mr. Goldsmiﬁh. Is that why the CI staff was given primary
responsibility for eoordinating the investigation?

Mr. Helms, ﬁr. Goldsmith, I dq not recall any longer what |
considefationsvﬁent»ihﬁe,giving this job to the counter- )

intelligence staff. I think it is logical to agree with what

or Qhat the eentroliing reasens were. | i

Mr. Goldsmith. You made reference earlier fo Jack Whitten
who orlglnally was glven respon51b111ty to coordlnatlng aspects!
of the lnvestlgatxon; Do you recall how long he retalned this |
responsibility? |

Mr. Helms.>‘It.ngnot¢only1my recollection but in an effort
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1 | to clear my mind in preparation for this hearing, I did some

checking with some former colleagues, and my recollection is

[ 5]

3 | that he sort of had the labor for gplyca® couple of months;

after that, the job was turned over to the Counter-Intelligence

Ja

5 i Staff.
6 I Do you recall why the transition was made from Whitten to

the CI staff?

-

Mr. Helms. I think, if recollection serves, that we could

Q2

s | see that this investigation was broadening far beyond Mexico

1o o City and it did not make much sense to have it in the hands
"o of a man who was runnlng the Mexxco Clty desk.

Mr. Goldsmith. When Mrs Whitten was orlglnally glven the

responsibility for coordinating the investigation, was he ever

i
—a
(W)

told by you that he wduld have exclusive control of the

15% investigation?
16£ Mr. Helms. I have no such recollection. I Would‘see no {
17} reason to.givefhim ‘- in fact, I geuld_not see why it would ’ ;‘
13% have occurred to me to want to say that to him.
19 Mr. Goldsmlth. Do you recall whether Mr. Whltten ever
a0 discussed with you problems that he was having with Mr. Angle-
21 ton's in some way interfering with»the investigation?
Mr. Helms. Nd; I do not’reCall:this. He might have. Tedan,

-1 do not recell_this;j

If you could identify what the troubles were;, it might

refresh my memory.

2
n
-
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Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Whitten has testified before the
Committee in a ééposition, and at that time he indicated that
| he was intially given responsibility for the investigation and
was® told more or leséﬁthat he would be given free-réinv as to
coofdiﬁating the information, and, I guess, sending it_to the
Warren Commission.

He indicated £o us that Mr. Angleton was ih some way inter-

fering with his function as coordinator of the investigation

and that at some time the investigation was turned over from

! Whitten to Angleton. Does that refresh your memory at all?
‘M#. Helms;,'I£ does not, and may'I.say( I do not mean

ﬁo add to the queétions I have not been asked,vbut I cannbt

imagine giving anybody the kinds of assurances which Mr. Whit-

! ten claims that he was given. We did not operate that way.
Nobody had those assurances for anyﬁhing, including me.

Mr. Goldsmith. Your position would be that the primary
| reason, as you recall it, for the iﬁveétigation's being taken
i from Whitten, in a sense, and given to the CI staff Wés becau;é'
the.investigation began‘to undertaké‘broader tones than was
ihitiai‘,iy antic'iiaateéé | |

Mr. Helms. Yes. That is not only my recollection, but

also”it would’seem to be in the year 1978, to have been a
‘rather sensible thing to have done under the circumstances.

Mr. Goldsmith.- Mr. Whitten also testified before the

B e

Committee that Mr. Angleton was talking to the FBI without
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receiving éuthorization'from anyone. vDo you recall whether
or not that wasM; problem at any time?

Mr. Helms. .Weii; Mr, Aﬁgleton was responsibile for the
liaison of Ehé Plaps'Directér for the FEI_ahd consequently.he
talked ﬁo the‘FBI liaiéon man and dther‘FBI people every day
of the week and probably several times a day.

Mr. Goldsmith. He was never, after the assassination,
instructed not to talk to the FBI while Mr. Whitten was coordi-

nating the investigation?

Mr. Helms. Certainly not. We were doing our best to be

~as supportive and helpful as we could to the FBI.

Mr. Goldsmith;. Did you serve as a point of contact between
the Commission and the Agency, or was that responsibility given
to someone else?

Mr. Helms. I do not know that anyone in the Agency was

ever designated as point of contact. I had dealings‘with‘the

Commission because I had the part of the Agency that was doing_ -

most of the work for the Commission. This was a situation
idﬁbaﬁed by the.display of forces and a¢tivity rather than by
anything else. I.do not rgcall having been deéignated as a
particular point ochontact.‘ I do not recall anyone'else's'
havingVbeen desigﬁa£ed-és'a poihﬁ of contact.

Mr. Goidsmith;” Dd.yoﬁ:recall,Whét-reéponéibilities, if
any, were given to ﬁr. Raymond Rocca? | |

Mr. Helms. I think in the counter-intelligence staff when
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they took over thié responsibility, if you want to call it
that, I believemﬁe was the man in the counter-intelligence
staff that was responsible for pulling things’tcgether there.

In other wéfdé, theée Warren Commissioﬁ-queries would go
to hisfdesk,'ahd the replies would come back from his desk.

Mr. Goldsmith. What role, if any, did Mr. McCone have
in the investigation? |

Mr. Helms. As the Director of the Agency, he had a very
important role. Everything we did was on his say-so and there
was a constant traffic between him and me.about what we were
doiné with tﬁé‘Warren Commission,}how we were haﬁdling these
vérious matters. I believe Mr. McCone ﬁestified at the
WarrenvCommiésion at one time. We would hawve had to brief
him in‘preparation for his testimoﬁy and prepare the papers
and so forth. He had a very real role.

Mr. Goldsmith. He was actually apprised of the develop-
ments and what Qas being given to the Warren Coﬁmissiqn?'

Mr.‘Helms.  Literally not on a day tg day basis, but he
was kept informéd in general terms .and Spécific terms if
necesséry. | |

Mr, Goldsmith;vADo you recall how many times a week you
woﬁld mee£ with'Mr,'McCone and discuss With é%gk the devglop-
ments with reéard télthe inveétigation of therassassinatioh?

Mr. Heims. 1ivam-sorry,'I do not. In the'Agency‘procedure}

there was a morning meeting with the Director every day, five .
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days a week, and I was at those meetings. What transpired at
those meetings plus what transpiréd in his office in private
meetings, I could hot cohceivably_give youvany idea.

. Mr. Goldsmith. .In any event, you wouid say thaf Mr..McCone
was aétiveiy aépriééd and was not on the periphery of the
developments?

Mr. Helm. Certainly not. He was.actively apprised. He
was very much interested, and we were all very much interested.

Mr. Goldsmith. You made reference earlier to the‘'division’

responsibility in essence between the FBI and the CIA with

regard to the investigation. Would youfgo iﬁto somewhat more

detail as to the relationship between the CIA and FBi at that
time? -

Mr. Helms. This crime was committed on United Statss soil.

Therefore, as far as the Federal government was concerned, the

‘primary investigating agency would have been the Federal
'Bureau of Investigation without any guestion. The role of
_the CIA would have been entirely supportive and it would have

béensgPportivé; if ~the sense of what material we are able

to acquire outside the continental’limits of the United States
with reference to the investigation.

This was thevdiviéionvof labor;between the'FBI and the CIA.

i The CIA'SPmandéte started at the ocean front. Or, to put it

another way, the FBIXs mandate started as soon as you crossed

into the continental limits of the United States. For

—
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investigative purposes, the Agency had no investigative role
inside the Uniﬁé& States at all. So when I used here the
word "supportive,"VI meant £hat in the literai sense of the
ﬁerm. We are trying té éupport the FBI and support the
Warren Commission and be responsive té-their requests, but we
were not initiating any investigations of oﬁr éwn or, to my
recollection, were we ever asked to.

Mr. Goldsmith. In your opinion, was that division of

responsibility satisfactory?

Mr. Helms. It was law. It was not a question of whether

it was satisfécﬁbry or not; it waé law.

Mr. Goldsmith. I understand.that; ‘One of ﬁhe purposes
of this investigation is to examine the state of the law at
that time and the manﬂer‘in which the Agency has gone about
investigating the death of the President.' So, at this time,
I ém asking you whether in your opinion_that statement of
facts was sétisfactoty towafds conaucting the iﬁvestiiation
that was involved?

Mr. Helms. I do not know, Mr. Go;dsﬁith, whether.op such
short nbticé I would want to makersﬁch aéserious.judgment.as
thaﬁ. It does seem to me in any in?estigation that one
organization has to_h#ve the primary rOLe, otherwise you have
a great deal of‘ccnfusionm' I think“iﬁ was proper that the
FBI should have the pfimary_role.in this case.v I do not

recall ever having felt disadvantaged in any way in the CIA
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by the position we had of supporting these efforts, and that
is the best answer I éan_give you on such short notice.

: Mr.VGol&smith. Dolyou éecall whethei there wefe any
problems between the Agenby and the Bureau in cénducting the
investigation? . |

- Mr. Helms.u The only matter_that comés readily to mind was
the difference in the evaluation of the material of the
Soviet defector named Nosenko gave. My recollection is that
what this man had to say when he arrived in the United States
around the time of the assassination was passed by the‘FBI
to the Warren Comﬁission exagﬁly»aé he saidiit. |

The CIA was responsible for hanéling defectofs aftefvthey
cameé to the United States and did not feel that the bona fides
or the good faith andzcredibility of this defector had been
established at this stage of the game, and the Central
Intelligence Agency felt it necessary to make that known to
the Warren Commissioh.‘

There, indeed; there was a difference between the two
agencies. | |

Mr. Goldsmiﬁh. .Aside ffom;that éﬁbstantive disagreement
in the day?to;day'relationship of the Bureau, can you recali
whethér there Qéfe-problems'in terﬁs of coordinating the
investigation?v |

Mr. Helmé. I do not.récaLl_any other problems.'

Mr. Gpldsmith, Was information freely passed between the

i.*aqe 20 Tﬁ@ ) Qrﬁ@ET
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CIA and the FBI? By that, I mean the way the scenario is

2 right now, the CIA is acting in a support function to the FBI.
z ‘ :
-
> | Was the FBI giving information to the CIA?
. h Mr. Helms. My best recollection is that there were not = |

difficulties between the two agenciés over this. As I said

at the outset, we were doing our best to be supportive. We

I do recall when we got into certain sensitive areas a

D

|
i
- ] )
’.l were passing along, I believe, everything that was relative.
|
¢
| . . .
i couple of times during the investigation, if we felt we could
|

ev% not pass.avpiece of paper to the Warren Commission, for

—
—

'example) we WOﬁldkgo down and talk to the staff man td try

-
[ 8]

to apprise them orally of what our predicament was.

In other words, I assure you, Mr. Goldsmith, that the whole

[
[B)

is thrust of the Agency Qas.to be as helpful as we possibly could

and to go over the edge, if necessary.

in

18 Mr. Goldsmith. I understand. In this case, my question

was whether the FBI was also sending information to the Agency?

i3 | In other words, was the FBI sharing information for your pur-
19 | poses?

20 Mr. Helms. I do not recall any complaints on those grounds.

21 || Maybe they were and maybe they were not. It is a little bit

difficult, Sometimes,. to know whether you are getting something

the existence of-which you have never heard.

i
|
|
i
| . o
i Mr. Goldsmith. Did the Agency's investigation reflect any |
1 _ _ .

 working hypotheses? By that, did the Agency give any particularn

J
!
!

n
I
!
!
i
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emphasis to QQZ particular areas, geographic areas?

Mr. Helms. I think that the entire United States govern-
mént, not oplyvthe CIa, was'very concerned as to whether there
would bé evidence of some foreign COnspiraéy to assassinate
Presiden£ Kénnedy. ‘They were concerned whether the Soviets
were involved in this. They were concerned whether the Cubans

were involved in this. They were concerned that somebody may

~have been involved in it.

I think we were all preoccupied with this. There is hardly

any question there was more discussed during those days as to

‘who was behind Lee HarVey Oswald, if indeed he was the man who

was reséonsible, what had affected his life, why had he done
the things he had done, and so forth.

So there was a great deal of conjecturing going on. I:
think if the Chair would indulge me a minute, I would like
to make a comment about the vafious investigations into the
assassination df President Kennedy based on the long years I

have spent in the intelligence businéss, and that is, until the

~day that the KGB in Moscow or the Cuban intelligence in Havanna

is prepared to turn-over their files to the U.S. as to what

their relationships to these various people were, it is going

- to be extraordinafiiy difficult to tidy up this case, finally,

and conclusively.
A great deal of investigation ean be done, and has been

done. It has been done conscientiously. I think people have
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tried over the years their very best to resolve a host of
differences. I recognize also that allegations have been made
that certain areas have not been as aggressively investigated

as they might have been. That all may be true.

But it really does not make any difference whet is done in

_this connection until you can get those governments to lay

before you their records of how'they dealt with Lee Harvey
Oswald, or anybody else who is felevant in this cese.

And, based on past experlence, I doubt very moch whether
you &e g01ng to get the compllance of the Sov1ets:or the

i
H

Cuban government. '7 _ ;
But I want to make this comment because it is extremely
important and very relevant, that these cases are untldy. It

is only in books that they end ﬁp with all the little things

worked out at the end and tied off neatly.

This aura of susp1c10n and ell the rest of it hangs in the
air. Undoubtedly that is why this Committee.was formed, so -
undoubtedly this could be put to rest. I promise you, there
is this one last etep and until it can be taken, this.is never
going to be laid to rest. | |

Mr. Devine. Do you agree, Mr. Helms, that the likelihood'
of that happeningvis_reﬁote?

Mr., Helms. Remote. Yes, sir,'I agree with.thet.

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Helms, I believe my question was ---

Mr. Helms. Excuse me, Mr. Goldsmith. I did not mean to .

Bage 23 - THDB ¢LLDET




~

a

b |

10

n

r>

‘ | 13

~

‘ 22

23

24

DocId: 32263410 bage 24 | THD €TNDTT , . ‘

g o

we have to suddenly become very careful, because accusing a
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digress. I thought that I Would like to get this off my chest.

Mr. Goldsmiéﬁ. I understand.

My question was, whaﬁ.aréas received primary emphasis. I
think your:answer, in part, was the area of foreign conspiracy.

| Are you‘able to give any more detailvon what aspects of !

the foreign onspiracy question were investigated? |

Mr. Helms. I think we were very concerned about the Soviet
aspects of this, primarily. Why? Because Lee Harvey Oswald
had spent time in the Soviet Union, time which never had been
satisfactorily explained as far as we knew.

.NoseﬁkovarriQes as a‘defector. Thére,wéfe a 1ot df'vefy
suspicious‘circumstances surrounding the whole way and timing
of hisvdefection. So that there were éeveral afeas there
that seemed to requiré not only investigation but thought and
analysis and evetything else that could be given to it.

I would like to say here that when a tragedy of the magni- L
_ o
[

tude of President Kennedy's assassination occurs in this

country, it is at this point that in our international relations

foreign government of having been responsible for this act

is tearing the veil about as nastily as one can, and this can

lead to a whole series of counter-actions which might be very

unpleasant.
I think all of us were keenly aware of this. It was not

only true of the Soviet Union, but also true of Cuba, that .







